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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Since applicant has elected, Species IV, figures 3a-3c, for prosecution on the 
merits, in the response filed on 3/20/2006, the newly submitted amendment to claim 1, 
lines 5-7, is directed to a non-elected species for the following reasons: 

The elected species, species IV, figures 3a-3b, does not show or disclose a fluid 
control device having a first liquid flow passage with the inlet pressure being less than 
the outlet pressure and a second liquid flow passage with the inlet pressure being 
substantially the same as the outlet pressure. It appears from the figures and the 
applicant's remarks, that fluid control device having a first liquid flow passage and a 
second liquid flow passage is supported in figure 2b and in paragraphs 61 and 62 of the 
specification, which is drawn to the non-elected species III. Even though paragraph s 68 
and 77 of the specification describe that the elected species can provide fluid flow in a 
range of positions, the structure of the first fluid passage and the second fluid passage 
is not supported by species IV, figures 3a-3b. 

Accordingly, claims 1, 3-8 and 35-37 are withdrawn from consideration, along 
with the previously withdrawn claims 2, 9-17, 19 and 24, as being directed to a non- 
elected species. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 18, 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Jockers (1,450,000). 

Jockers shows a fluid control device comprising a gas inlet (g1), a liquid inlet 
(a1), an outlet (n) configured to be coupled to a hose, and a valve system (c, c1) 
configured to allow into the outlet a flow from the liquid inlet while stopping gas flow 
from the gas inlet, the valve system configured to allow into the outlet the gas flow from 
the gas inlet while stopping the liquid flow from the liquid inlet, the valve system 
configured to allow into the outlet a mixed flow comprising liquid flow and gas flow. 

Regarding claims 20-22, the fluid control device further comprises a internal 
liquid passage (o2), an external liquid hose coupled to the liquid inlet (not shown but 
connected to (o1) and an external output hose (N) connected to the outlet. The valve 
system is within a housing with the gas inlet, liquid inlet and outlet disposed in the 
housing. 

Regarding claim 23, examiner notes that the applicant's limitation of the flowing 
material is not a limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claim 26-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Attar (6,857,583), in view of Eihusen et al (5,529,460). 

Attar shows a hose system comprising a fluid control device (pump 30) including 
an inlet and an outlet, an inlet hose (26) in fluid communication with the inlet, an outlet 
hose (41) in fluid communication with the outlet, wherein the fluid control device is 
configured to receive liquid from the inlet at a first pressure and convey liquid form the 
outlet at one of a second pressure and a third pressure, but does not specifically 
disclose that the lumen of output hose has a smaller cross-sectional area than the 
lumen of the input hose, and that the third pressure is at least 2000 psi or that the first 
pressure is within 40-60 psi. 

However, Eihusen et al shows a fluid control device including an inlet hose (36, 
102) and an outlet hose (37) with the lumen of the outlet hose having a smaller cross- 
sectional area than the lumen of the inlet hose (figures 1 and 2). Eihusen et al also 
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discloses "pressure washers are well known in the art for delivering water or other 
washing fluid under high pressure, e.g., about 1200 to 2000 psi" (column 1, lines 10-12), 
and that "fluid is commonly supplied to the pump by a garden hose" (column 1, lines 15- 
16). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the applicant's invention to make the lumen of the output hose, of Attar, have a 
smaller diameter than the lumen of the input hose in order to increase the fluid pressure 
in the output hose and increase the strength of the output hose. Additionally, It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention to select a pump configuration that produces a fluid pressure of 1200 to 2000 
psi and to connect the water inlet to a garden hose having an approximate pressure of 
40-60psi, in order to increase the cleaning power of the fluid control device. 

Regarding claim 34, the output hose Attar, as modified by Eihusen et al t is 
connected to a hose reel (40) comprising a third hose (50) and a rotatable drum onto 
which the third hose can be spooled, the output hose is connected to the hose reel 
device so as to convey fluid from the output hose to the third hose. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/14/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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Regarding the applicant's arguments of claim 18, a hose can be pushed over the 
outlet (n) of Jockers, using the outlet as a fitting for the hose, or a hose can be 
connected to the threads where the fitting (N) is connected to the main body (C), 
therefore, the outlet of Jockers is configured to be coupled to a hose. 

Regarding the applicants' arguments of claim 26, it is noted that the lumen of the 
outlet hose is smaller then the lumen of the inlet hose of Eihusen et al's invention. 
Which can bee seen in figures 1 and 2 (see rejection above). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason J. Boeckmann whose telephone number is (571.) 
272-2708. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 - 5:00 m-f, first Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kevin P. Shaver can be reached on (571) 272-4720. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information. for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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